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Oc-tober 21, 2003

Comnlssioner Micheesl J. Copps
Frederal Conmmnications Comnission
445 12th Street. HUW

Meashington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

1l am writing to woice ny opposition to any FCC-nandated adoption of "broadcast
tlag” technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen, T feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV,

& robust . compertitive market for consunsr slectronics must be rooted in
maritacturers’ ability to innovate for thelr customers. Allowing novie studios to
werto features of DTY-reception sgquipment will enable the studios to tell
teechnulogists whet new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect wvhat consuwers like me actually want, and 1t could
reszult 1n ne being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate., I would actually be less likely to
make an lnvestnent in DTV-gapable receivers and other equipment. T will not pay
wore for devices that limit ny righis at the behest of Hollvywood. Plesase do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank vwou for your tine

[

Sincerely,

Dawe Qven
5313 Radford
Valley YVillage, CA& 91607

[IE¥
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October 21, 2003

Comnlissioner Hichael J. Copps
Federal Conmunications Commnlssion
445 12th Street, HWY

Washington, D O 20554

[lmar Hichaesl Copps,

I am writing to voice ny opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "hbroadcast
flag” technology for digital television. As a consuner and citizen, 1 feel
ztromngly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
witimate adoption of DTV

A robust, compeEtitive market for consumer electronics mast be rooted in
mnanufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to
weto features of DTV-reception squipment will enable the studios to tell
technologists vhat new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consumnesrs like mne actually want., and 1t could
result 1n me being charged more monev for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues & broadcast flag mendate. T would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTY—capable receivers and other equipnent . I will not pay
wore for devices that limit wy rights at the behest of Hollywood FPlease do not
nandate broadecast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for your time.

Sancerely

Eelly Porpiglis
97 Cowls RFd
Amherst, ML 01002
T4
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October 21, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlsslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michasl Copps,

Lam writing to volce my oppasition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technelogy for dighal television As a

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a pelley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimats
adoption of DTV

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate tor thelr
custormers Allowing movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos ta tell technaologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It eould result In me belng charged mote money for Inferlor functlonallty.

If tne FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTv-capable receivers

and other equlpment. | will not pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broadeast flag tachnolegy tor digltal televisien. Thank you tor your time.

Sinceraly,

Stephen Saunders
2718 Granvllle Ave.
l.os Angeles, CA 90064
USA
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October 21, 2003

Commissloner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Commlssion
445 12th Street, NW

Washlngten, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

L am wrlting to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadeast flag" technology for dightal television. As a

consumer andg cltizen, | teei strengly that such a polley weould be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adaption of DTV.

A robust competitive market for consumer elestronies must be rooted In manutacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr
customers Allowlng movie studios to veto features of DTV-raception aquipment will enable the studlos to tell technologists
what new products thay can create. This will result in products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonality.

it the FCC Isaues a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | wlll not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hellywood. Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal televisieh. Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Joe Frezza

2359 Bacon
Berklay, M| 48072
USA
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Creteber 21, 2003

CZommissioner Hichael J. Copps
Federal Commnunications Comnission
445 1Z2th Street, HY

Washington, D . 20554

l'ear Michael Copps,

L am writing to volce my opposltion to anv FCC-nmandated adoption of "broadeast
tlag" technology for digital television. a consumery and citizen, 1 feel
strongly that such 2 policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

A robust, competitive market for consuner electronics must be rooted 1n
manuiacturers’' ability to innovate for their customers. Adllowing novie studios to
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell
techmologlsts what newv products they can create. This will result 1in products
that don't necessarily reflect what consuners like ne actually want, and 1t could
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functiomalityr.

It the FCC i1ssues a broadcast flag nandate. I would actually be less likely to
meakes an investment in DTV—capable receivers and other eguipnent T will not pay
nors for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollvwood Please do not
nandate broadoast flag technology for digital television Thank vou for vour time

Sancerely

Tack Falew
740 Bella Vista Dr
Livasville, CO 20027

LY
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Diztober 21, 2003

Crmnissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strecet, HU

Washington, T O 20554

Lear Michasl Copps.

I am writing to volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “"broadcast
flag" technology for digital television. As a consumner and citizen, I feesl

stromgly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV.

4 robust. conpetitive mnarket for consuner electronics nust be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innowate for their customers. Allowing movie studiocs to
wetin features of DTV—reception equipment will enahble the studios to tell
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect vhat consuners like me actually want, and 1 could
result i1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality

If the FCC i1ssues a broadecast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
nale an investnent 1n DTV-capable receivers and aother equipment T will not payw
mware for devices that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank wvou for vour time.
Sineerely,

Hiroslavy Elivansky

2006 Cordowva 'S5t

Calejand, C& Y4602

o
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Oetober 19, 2003

Commissloner Mlchael J. Cepps
Federal Communlcations Commisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I'am writing to volee my oppesltion to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for dighal televislon. As a

consumer and cltlzen, | feel strongly that such a polley wouid be bad for Innovatien, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlen of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electrenles must be rooted In manufacturars' zbllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studios to vete features of DTV-reception equlpment wiit enable the studlos t tell technelogists
what new products they can create. This wlll result In preducts that dor't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functionallty.

It the FCC Issues a broadeast tag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable recelvars
and other equipment | wlll not pay more for devices that [Imit my rights at tha behest of Hollywcod Pleage do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal telavislon. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Terrance Hansen
1041 Violet Dr
Sandy, UT 84084
1isA
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Oectober 21, 2003

Cemmussioner Michael . Copps
Federal Communications Commuission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

[Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adeption of "broadeast flag" rechnology for digiral
telewision. As a consumer and citizen, 1 feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for snnovatien, consumer
nghts, and the ultmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compentive market for consumer electromes must be rocted in manufacturers’ ability te innovate for
thetr customers. Allowing mowvie studios te vato features of DTV reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for infenor
functionality.

I{ the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to make an investment in DTV-capable
recesvers and other equipment. I will not pay more for dewices that limit my nghts at the behest of Hollywood.
Plezse do not mandate broadeast flag technology for digital telewision. Thanlk you for vour tme,

Sicerely,

Michael Metser

843 W, Washingten, Apt. 3B
Oak Purlg IL 60302

U=A
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October 21, 2003

Commissiener Michael ]. Copps
Federal Commumnicanons Commission
445 12th Streer, NW

Washington, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am wntng to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital
televizion. As a consumer and aitizen, I feel strongly thar such a pelicy would be bad for innovation, consumer
ughts, and the ultumate adepuon of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted m manutacturers’ ability to innovate tor
thetr cuztarners. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV -reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technolopists what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t could result in me being charged more money for nfenor
functionality,

1t the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, I would actually be less hkely to mazke an investment in DTV-capable
recervers and other equipment. [ will not pay more for devices that Liumut my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
[lease do not mandate broadeast flag technolopy for digntal television. Thank you for vour tune.

Sincerely,

Richard R. Abruzzo

1 Scott Street 74

San Franeaisco, CA 94117
5A



Judy Coppess
161 S, Hanover St
Minster OH 45865
Conunissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, 13.C. 20554

Dear Connissioner Michael J. Copps:

As an FDUCATOR. broadcast television viewer, and consumer of clectronics and computer products, | urge
the Federal Communications Commission to VOTE AGAINST the adoption of a "hroadeast flag.” T am
outraged that the FCC would consider a regulation would restrict the way T use the media for

I broadeast flag 1s certainly not in the interest of public education. [ teach Technology Education in grades
=¥ in Minster Schools. Tt is paramount that all students today be taught how to evaluate and apprecine media
whicl is such an important part of their lives tnow as well as in their future.

Personally, the broadeast flag would prevent me from watching digital broadeast television in the ways |
currently enjoy analog broadeast television—tor example, it will restrict my ability to move the video [ have
recorded for personal viewing from reomi—to—roon and place—to—place.

The broadeast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to walch nmy favorite shows using niy choice of
software on a plane or train, or 1o send a tefevision clip of a high school foothall game te family and friends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can 1 expect creative developers o
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways T haven't even thought of? T value
imovatve devices like TiVo, Replay TV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built o open standards using inexpensive, off-the—shell computer parts.

I the meve to digiial welevision does not miake the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and
exciting, what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer 1 buy new digital television equipment? A pretuer
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and compurer
equipment. T would think the dollars and cents issues alone would cause those who are supporters of the
broadceast flag to reconsider the outcome of such a foolish move!

As an EDUCATOR and viewer of broadcast television, | strongly urge you 10 promote the digital tekevision
transition by QPPOSING ATXOPTION OF THE BROADCAST FLAG.

Sincerely,

Judy Coppess



Diane Levin
160 Lakeview Ave.
Cambridge, MA 02138
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Commniunications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, 12.C. 20554

Dear Comnussioner Michael 1. Copps:

As a broadeast television viewer and consimer of electronics and computer products, [ wrge the Tederal
Commurncations Commussion to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag.” [ am outraged that the F'CC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way T enjoy television.

The broadeast flag is neither in miy interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadceast television in the ways | currently enjoy analog broadcast television—rfor example. it will restrict my
ability 1o move the video | have recorded for personal viewing fronm roon—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadeast flag will also lock out tiy cotuputer as a way 1o watch my lavorie shows using my chioice of
sofiware on a plane or wain, or 1o send a television clip of a high school football zame to family and friends.

Iurthermore, 1 commputers cannot freely recerve digital television, how can | expect creative developers 1o
discover new devices that enable me 1o use content in exciting ways [ haven't even thought of? [ value
innovative devices like TiVo, Replay TV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exast today because they
were built o open standards using, imexpensive, off—the—shel f computer parts.

[ the move 1o dignal television does not make the public’s viewing expericence more enjoyable, flexible, and
exciting, what conipelling reason do 1 have as a consumer to buy new digital welevision equipment? A pretier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer clectronies and compurer
cguipment. As a citizen and viewer ol broadeast television, [ urge you to promote the digital television
rausition by opposing adoption of the broadcast tlag,

Sineerely,

Diane Levin
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Qctober 16, 2003

Commissioner Michaet J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Cammisslon
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am writing to volee my oppositien to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag" technology for digltal television. As 2

consumer and cltizen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV

A robust, campetitive market fer consumear electronles must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
customers. Allowlng movle studios to vets features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos ta tell technaologlsts
what new products they cah create. This wlll result In products that don't necessatily reflect what consumers like me
actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable receivers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devlces that limlt my rights at the behest of Hoilywood. Please do not mandats
broadcast flag technelogy for digital televislon. Thank you for your time.

Slneerely,

Fhillip Marquez
2284 & Quentin Wy
HE-201

Aurara, CO 80014
USA
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Qetober 19, 2003

Commlssloner Michael & Copps
Federal Communlications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, B.C. 205654

Dear Michael Copps,

lam writing t& volce my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag” technology for diglital telavislon As a
consumer and cltlzen, | feel strongly that such a polley would be bad fer Innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adaption of DTV,

A robust. competitve market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manutacturars' abllity to innovate for thelr
customers. Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment wlill enable the studlos to tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that den't necessarlly reflect what consumers [lke me
actually want, and It could result in me being charged moere money for inferlor functionality.

I the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | will not pay more for devices that Himit my rights at the behest of Hellywood. Flease do not mandate
broadeast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Sage felker

3821 france ave s
tMinneapolls. MN 55418
IJSA



Lorraine O'Brien
9152 Chillicothe Road
Kirtland, OH 44094

Comnussioner Michael J. Copps

I'ederal Communications Commission

445 121h Street, NW

Washimgron, 12.C. 20554

Drear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Asa broadeast television viewer and consumer of clectronics and computer products, T urge the Federal
Comnmumnications Commission Lo vote against the adoption of a "broadeast flap.” T am outraged that the FCC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television.

The broadeast flag is neither in miy interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadeast television i the ways T currently enjoy analog broadeast television—rfor examiple., it will restrict my
ability to move the video T have recovded for personal viewing from roon—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadeast flag will also lock cut my computer as a way 1o watch my favorite shows using my choice of
software on a plane or train, or to send a television clip ol a high school foctball game to family and friends.

Pinthermiore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can | expect ereative developers 1o
discover new devices that enable e to use content 1 exeiting ways | haven't even thought of? 1 value
mmovatve devices like TiVo, Replay TV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were built to open standards using inexpensive, ofi=the—shelt computer parts.

I the moeve 1o digital television does not make the public’s viewing experience more cryjoyable, flexible, and
exeiting, what compelling reason do T have as a consumer to buy new digital television equipment? A prettier
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronies and computer
cquipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, I urge you to promaote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast {lag.

Sineerely,

l.orraine OFBrien



Filie Zaslow
639 | 1th Street #2
brooklyn, NY 11215
Conmissionar Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Comnission
M5 12th Street, NW
Washingion, 1D.C 20554

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps:

Ax a broadeast welevision viewer and media education researhcer, T urge the Pederal Communications
Commission 1o vote against the adoption of a "broadeast Mag.” T am outraged that the I'CC would consider a
regpulation would restrict the way T enjoy television.

The broadeast flag is neither in my interest nor the public’s interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadeast television o the ways T cuwrrently enjoy analog broadeast television—for example, it will restrict my
ability 1o move the video T have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadeast flag will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorie shows using my choice of
sollware on a plane or tam, or 1o send a television chp of a high school football gamie to family and Friends,

Furthermeore, it computers cannot treely receive digital television, how can 1 expect creative developers 1o
discover rew devices that enable me to use content n exciting ways I haven't even thought of? T value
nmmovative devices like TiVo., ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC. which exist today becausc they
were butlt 1o open standards using mexpensive, ofi—the—shelf compuzer parts.

[ the move o digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexable, and
excittign what compelling reason do [ have as a consumer 1o buy new digital television equipment? A pretier
picture 13 hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronies and computer
cquipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadcast television, [ urge you to promote the digital elevision
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

Simeerely,

lmilie Zaslow



James Lohrey
N/A
Rochester, NY 14607
Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Iederal Communications Conumission
45 12U Street, NW
Washingron. D.C. 20554

Dear Conmussioner Michael 1. Copps:

As a broadeast television viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, I urge the Tederal
Communications Comniission 1o vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag,” 1 am outraged that the FCC
would consider a repulation would restrict the way | enjoy television.

The broadeast flag s neithier in my mterest nor the public's interest. It will prevent mic from watching digital
broadeast television in the ways | cwrently enjoy analog broadeast television—ifor examiple, it will restrict my
ability 1o move the video [ have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadeast flag will also lock out my computer as a way (o watch my Lavorite shows using my choiee of
sollware ona plane or tramn, or to send a television clip of a high school foothall pame to family and friends.

Furthernmiore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can T expect creative developers 1o
cdiscover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways | haven't even thought of? 1 value
innovatve devices like TiVo, Replay TV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
wete built to open standards using inexpensive, off—-the—shelt computer parts.

I the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more crjoyable. flexible, and
exciting, what compelling reason do T have as a consumer W buy new digital welevision equipment? A preticr
picture is hardly enougzh reason {or niwe to dispense with all my current consumer clectronies and computer
cauipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadeast television, 1 urge you to promote the digital wlevision
transition by opposing adoption of the broadeast (Tag.

sineerely,

James Lebrey



James Lohrey
N/A
Rochester, NY 14607
Commissioner Vichael J. Copps
Faederal Conmunications Commission
445 [2th Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commussioner Michael 1. Copps:

As a broadeast welevision viewer and consumer of electronics and computer products, T wrge the Federal
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadeast flag.” 1 am outraged that the I'CC
would consider a repulation would restrict the way Uenjoy television.

The broadeast {lag, is neither in miy interest nor the public's interest. Tt will prevent me fromi watching digital
broadeast television m the ways I currently enjoy analog broadeast television—{for example, it will restrict my
ahility to miove the video | have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—reom and place—to—place.

The broadeast flag will also lock out iy compulter as a way 1o wateh my favorite shows using miy choiee ol
soflware on a plane or train, or to send a television clip of a high school foothall game to family and [riends.

Furthermore, if computers cannot freely receive digital television, how can 1 expect creative developers o
discover new devices that enable me 1o use content i exciung ways I haven't even thought of? 1 value
innowvitive devices like TiVo, Replay TV and the Windows Media Center PC which exist today because they
wete built to open standards nsing inexpensive, ott=the—shelf computer parts.

LMhe miove 1o digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible. and
excitmyg, what compelling reason do T have as a consumer 1o buy new digital television equipment? A pretuer
picture is hardly enough reason lor me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer
cquipment. As a citizen and viewer of broadeast television, T urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

smeerely.

James Lohrey



Nancy Nickell
7011 Pirate Dr
Wheelersburg High School
Wheelersburg, Ohio 45694
Conunissioner Michael T, Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 1 21h Street, NW
Washington, 132.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Michacl J. Copps:

Asa Library Media Specialist atahigh school, Tean tell you the educational media process would be severly
comnprinused i the ability to show taped material Tor educational use 1s taken away. We are a small district in
Appalachia. and we rely often on guality documentaries thar are boadcast on public television neiwork. As a
broadeast television viewer and consumer of elecwonics and computer products, 1 wrge the Federal
Communications Commission o vote against the adoption of a "broadeast flag.” [ am outraged that the I'CC
would consider a regulation would restrict the way 1 enjoy television.

The broadeast [Tag is neither in my interest nor the public's interest. It will prevent me from watching digital
broadeast television in the ways T currently enjoy analog broadcast television—for example, it will restrict ny
ability to move the video 1 have recorded for personal viewing from room—to—room and place—to—place.

The broadeast tlag will also fock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of’
software en a plane or train, or o send a television clip of a high school football garme to famuly and fiiends.

Iurthermaore, i computers cannot treely receive digital television, how can T expect creative developers 1o
discover new devices that enable me to use content in exciting ways [ haven't even thought of? [ value
mmmnovative devices like TiVo, Replay TV and the Windows Media Center PC, which exist today because they
were buill to open standards using inexpensive, oft—the—shelf computer parts.

I the move 1o digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. fiexible, and
eaeiting, what compelling reason do T have as a consumer 10 buy new digital television equipmem? A prewer
pictuire is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all nmiy current consumer electronics and computer
cguipment. As a cilizen and viewer of broadeast television, | urge you to promote the digital television
transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag.

sineerely,

Nancy Nickell
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October 18, 2003

Commlissioner Michael J. Copps
Fedaral Communications Commission
445 12th Strest, NW

Washington, 5.C. 20554

Dear Michaal Copps,

| am writing to volee my oppositien to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadeast flag” technology for digital telavislon As a

consumer and cltizen, | feal strongly that such a pollcy would be bad fer Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adaptlon of DTV,

A robust, competltive market for consumer electronles must be rooted In manutacturers' abllity to Innovate for thelr
zustomners Allowing movle studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equlpment will enable the studios to tell technologlsts
what new products thay can create. Thls will resuit In products that den't necessarlly reflect what consumers |lke me
actually want, and It cauld result in me belng charged more monay for inferler functionaitty.

If the FCC I1asUes a broadcast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely te make an Ihvestment In DTV-capable recelvers
and other equipment. | wlll not pay maore tor devices that Himlt my rights at the behest of Hellywood Flease do not mandate
broadcast flag technology for digltal television. Thank you for your time. ‘

Sincerely,

robert bell

14808 Back Valley Rd
Sale Creck, TN 37373
USA
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October 19, 2003

Commssioner Michael |. Copps
Federal Commumications Commission
445 12th Street, NW

Washmpton, D.C, 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

[ am wating to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digital
telewision. As a consumer and atizen, | feel strongly that such a palicy would be bad for innovation, consumer
nghts, and the ulnmate adoption of DTV,

A robust, compeutive market for consumer electromies must be rooted i manufacturers’ ability to mnowvate for
their customers. Allowing maowvie studios to veto features of D V-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technologsts what new products they can create. This will result in products that den't necessanly reflect

what consurners like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior
funcnonality,

If the FCC 1ssues a broadeast flag mandate, [ would actuzlly be less likely to make an mvestment in DTV.capable
recervers and other equipment, [ will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hellywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technelogy for digital television, Thank you for your tme.

Sincerely,

aram price

255 steiner st. 201

San Franasco, CaA 94117
USA
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Oetober 20, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communlcations Cammlasien
445 12th Street, NW

Washington, D.C 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

| am writing to volee my appositlon to any FCC-mandated adoption of "breadeast flag" technology for digltal telavision. As a

consumer and eltlzen, | feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoption of DTV

A robUst, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllity to Innovate fer thelr
customers Allowlng movle studlos to vato features of CTV.reception equipment will enable the studlos to tell technologists
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged maore maney for (nferlor functionallty.

It the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable racelvers
and other equipment | will not pay more for devices that llmit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate
broagcast flag technology for digital televislon. Thank you for your time

Sincerely,

Danlel Barham
Utsan College
Ulsan, 880-092
South Korea
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Cetober 193, 2003

Comnissioner Hichael J. Copps
Federal Connunications Commlissian
445 12th Strest, HW

Hashington, D.C. 20554

Near Hichael Copps.

I am writing to wvoloe my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "hbroadcast
flag” technology for digital television. As & consumer and citizen, T feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the
nltimate adoption of DTV

A robust. competitive market for consumer =lectronics nust be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to lnnovate for thelr customers. Allowing mnovie studios to
wete features of DTV-reception equipnent will enable the studiocs to tell
teczhnologists what new products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessaerily reflect what consuners like me actually want, and it ocould
result 1n me being charged more money for inferior functionality.

If the FCOO issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
make an investment in DTV—-capable receivers and other eguipnent. I will not pav
nore for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywaod, Pleass do not
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for wour tine.

Sinmerely,

Fichard Sherman
25 Pines Rd
Halone, HY 12353
=k
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October 19, 2003

Cemmlgsioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communleations Commlsslon
445 12th Straet, NW

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

i am writing to veice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adeption of "broadcast flag” technology for digltal teievision. As a

consumer and cltlzen, | feel atrongly that such a polley would be bad fer Innovatlon, consumer rights, and the ultimate
adoptlon of DTV,

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronlcs must be rocted In manufacturers' abliity to lnnovate for thelr
customers. Allowihg movie studlos to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studlos ta tell technologlsts
what new products they can create. This will result In products that don't necessarlly reflzct what consumers llke me
actually waht, and It could result In me belng charged mare money for Inferlor functionallty.

It the FCC Issues a broadeast flag mandate, | would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers

and other equipment. | will not pay more tor devices that Himlt my rights at the behest of Hellywood. Please deo not mandate
broadcast flag technolegy for digltal television. Thank you for your time.

Slneeraly,

Jay Rapapoert

414 Redland Bvid
Rockvitie, MD 20850
USA
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Dizrober 19, 2003

Commissioner Michael J. Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, HW

Washington, D.C. 20854

Dear Michasl Copps,

I am writing to wvolce my cpposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of “"broadcast
tlag” technology for digital television. As a consumner and citizen, I feel
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumsr rights, and the
ultimate adoption of DTV,

4 rubust, competitivs market for consuner slectronics must be rooted in
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios te
veto features of DTV-—reception squipment will enable the studios to tell
tezhnologists vhat nev products they can create. This will result in products
that don't necessarily reflect wvhat consumers like ne actually want. and it could
result in me being charged more noney for inferior functionality.

If the FCC issues a broadocast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to
mwake an lnvestment in DTV-capable receivers and other egquipment I will not pavy
mwore: for devices that limit ny rights at the behest of Hollywood, Please do not
nandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for vour time

Zincerely,

Tom Kaitchueclk
tld = Rambler rd
Huncie, IH 47204

[LF
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Orcrober 19, 2003

Commissioner Michael |, Copps
Federal Communications Comunission
445 12th Streer, NW

Washington, ID.C. 20554

Dear Michael Copps,

I am wnting to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag” technology for digtal
television, As a consumer and citizen, [ feel strongly that such 2 policy would be bad for innovatien, consumer
nghts, and the ultimate adoption of DTV,

[ am emploved as an Electromic Design Automation (EDA) Software Engineer and I am a USPTO Registered
Patent Agent. As such [ am intimately tamiliar with the problems assomated with Copynight nfringement and the
so called ““wave of piracy” that 15 takang place. I note that 2 sirmular situation existed when music was first
broadeast wa racho.

[ wm particularly distressed at seeing an endless parade of technological “quick fixes”, such as this one. These
"hixes" are mn fact seriously tlawed and do nothing whatever to stop the illegal distnbution of matenal, yet cause
endless inconvernence and service degradation for the honest user.

A robust, compentve market for consumer electrontcs must be rooted in manufacturers’ ability to infiovate for
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of IXT'V-reception equipment will enable the studios to
tell technolopsts what new products they can create. This wnll result in products that don't niecessanly reflect
what consumers like me actually want, and 1t eould result in me bemng charged more money for inferior
funcuonality,

If the FCC issues a broadeast flag mandate, [ would zctually be less likely to make an investment in DTV capable
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that lunit my nights at the behest of Hollywood.
Please do not mandate broadcast tlag technclogy for digital television, Thank you for your time,

Sincerely,

Mike Waters

2100 W Lermnon Tree Pl
Suite 33

Chandler, AZ 85224
UsA



